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implies a possibility of choice between alternatives, which is
reflected in the reversibility of perception as between coexistent
realities.
THE ARGUMENT OF THE ANALYTIC
I have not attempted to expound in detail the transcendental
argument of the Analytic since to do so would involve' a full com-
mentary which is not within the scope of the present work. My
aim has rather been to offer at least a provisional answer to three
questions, namely:
1.  Is it justifiable to hold that the Analytic as a whole is an
attempt to establish a priori the basis of Newtonian physics
within the limitations prescribed by the doctrine of inner
sense ?
2.  Is it successful in achieving this purpose ?
3.  What are the further implications of the solution offered ?
As regards the first of these questions, the answer does not seem to
admit of any serious doubt,   I am convinced, both on historical
grounds and from consideration of Kant's argument itself, that his
work was intended before everything else to establish the existence
of a world of physical objects interacting causally with one another
and generally behaving in a regular and predictable Newtonian
fashion.  Certainly it may be argued that much of what he says
in the Critique is consistent with a view which is quite different
from this, namely that by 'bodies' we mean simply collections of
actual sensa related to one another not merely by juxtaposition
but by laws springing from the nature of our own thought. Such a
view may properly be called Kantian in essence, but there are
surely two fatal objections in the way of attributing it to Kant
himself.   In the first place, to do this must involve complete
disregard of all the circumstances of his intellectual environment,
and of much of his own published work other than the Critique
of Pure Reason itself.   In particular, the Anthropology, the Meta-
physical Foundations of Natural Science, and the Opus Postumum
all seem quite inconsistent with any such interpretation unless we
are prepared to believe that the Critique of Pure Reason demands
an account of the nature of the physical world which Kant had
not previously held and which he subsequently abandoned.  In
the second place, I hope that even the brief account which 1 have
given here may make it evident that the distinction between
general and transcendental logic and indeed the whole method of